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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the iii\ eiitioii is not iclentieall\ cliseloscd or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, il' the tlilleienees between the siibjeet matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rom EP 
0589552 A2 in view of Hendrik et al. EP 0 851 633 A2, hereinafter, "Hendrik". 

Consider claims 1 and 11, Rom teaches an Access Point device and method of network 
management in a network comprising a plurality of access points comprising: monitoring a 
communication channel between a mobile device and a first access point(e.g., see col. 4 lines 53- 
56, col. 5 lines 12-13 and col. 5 lines 27-30), at the first access point to determine whether a 
trigger event occurs(e.g., col. 5 lines 28-30 and col. 5 lines 39-41)(i.e., determination made 
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solely by the access point), if the trigger event is determined to have occurred(e.g., see col.5 
line 49)(i.e., if the handoff is deemed necessary): sending a switch-assessment request from the 
first access point to one or more other access points of the plurality of access points(e.g., see 
col.6 lines 4-9)(i.e., determined through communication), receiving a switch-assessment 
response from at least one of the one or more other access points(e.g., see col.6 lines 4-9)(i.e., 
determined through communication), selecting a select access point from the at least one of 
the one or more other access points based on the switch-assessment response(e.g., see col.6 lines 
4-9)(i.e., determined through communication), sending a switch-conmiand from the first 
access point to the mobile device(e.g., see col. 2 lines 28-30 and col. 6 lines 51-55) to establish a 
communication channel between the mobile device and the select access point(col. 6 lines 54- 
55)(i.e., handofT accomplished); and defining a plurality of access classifications associated 
with the mobile device and at least one or more other access points of the plurality of access 
points and selecting the select access point based at least in part on one or more access 
classification (i.e., administrative domain or particular authority, quality of signal, and load 
)(e.g., see at least col. 3 line 64-col. 5 line 17 and col. 6 line 55- col. 7 line 5). 

However, Rom does not specifically teach an access point maintaining a message buffer 
for the mobile device until the switch from the access point to the select access point. 

In analogous art, Hendrik teaches an access point maintaining a message buffer for the 
mobile device until the switch from the access point to the select access point (e.g., see at least 
abstract and summary of invention). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Rom to include an access point maintaining a message buffer 
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for the mobile device until the switch from the access point to the select access point for the 
purpose of delivering messages to a roaming subscriber as taught by Hendrik. 

Consider claims 2 and 12 and as applied to claims 1 and 11, Rom as modified by 
Hendrik teaches wherein the trigger event is based at least in part on at least one of: a signal 
strength of communications from the mobile device an error rate associated with 
communications to the mobile device, and traffic 
through the first access point(e.g., see col. 4 lines 53-56). 

Consider claims 3, 13 and 20 and as applied to claims 1 and 11, Rom as modified by 
Hendrik teaches the claimed invention further including determining a direction of movement of 
the mobile device, and wherein the trigger event is based at least in part on the direction of 
movement of the mobile device (i.e., geographic location or predicted path with regarded to 
moving towards or away from an access point)(e.g., see col. 5 lines 10-15). 

Consider claims 4 and 14 and as applied to claims 3 and 13, Rom as modified by 
Hendrik teaches the claimed invention further including receiving other information at the first 
access point regarding communications from the mobile device and determining the direction of 
movement based at least in part on this other information (e.g., information regarding signal 
quality)(col. 5 lines 25-30). 

However, Rom does not specifically teach an access point maintaining a message buffer for the 
mobile device until the switch from the access point to the select access point. 

In analogous art, Hendrik teaches an access point maintaining a message buffer for the 
mobile device until the switch from the access point to the select access point (e.g., see at least 
abstract and summary of invention). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Rom to include an access point maintaining a message buffer 
for the mobile device until the switch from the access point to the select access point for the 
purpose of delivering messages to a roaming subscriber as taught by Hendrik. 

Consider claims 5 and 15 and as applied to claims 1 and 11, Rom as modified by 
Hendrik teaches the claimed invention further including providing configuration information to 
the mobile device to facilitate establishing the communication channel between the mobile 
device sand the select access point (e.g., see col. 6 lines 27-39 and col. 6 lines 51-55). 

Consider claims 6 and 16 and as applied to claims 5 and 15, Rom as modified by 
Hendrik teaches the claimed invention further including receiving the configuration information 
from the select access point (e.g., see col. 6 lines 27-39 and col. 6 lines 51-55). 

Consider claim 7 and as applied to claim 1, Rom as modified by Hendrik teaches the 
claimed invention further, further including sending periodic messages from the mobile device to 
the first access point to facilitate the monitoring of the communications channel between the 
mobile device and the first access point (e.g., the signal strength/ traffic data constantly 
transmitted by the mobile device, i.e., beacons e.g., are also well known in the art)(col. 4 
lines 53-56) 

Consider claims 8 and 17 and as applied to claims 1 and 11, Rom as modified by 
Hendrik teaches the claimed invention wherein sending the switch-assessment request includes 
sending parameters associated with the mobile device to the one or more other access points 
(e.g., see col. 5 lines 49-57 and col. 6 lines 40-55). 
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Consider claims 9 and 18 and as applied to claims 8 and 17, Rom as modified by 
Hendrik teaches the claimed invention wherein selecting the select access point is based at least 
in part on at least one of: a compatibility between the mobile device and the select access point, 
traffic at the select access point traffic of the mobile device, and a predicted path of the mobile 
device(e.g., see col. 5 lines 49-57 and col. 6 lines 40-55). 

Consider claim 10 and as applied to claim 1, Rom as modified by Hendrik teaches 
wherein the access classifications include preferred, acceptable (i.e., based upon the signaling 
threshold and quality of signal), forbidden, subscription level (i.e., see administrative 
domain and particular authority), and quality of service parameters (i.e., see quality of 
signal) (e.g., see at least col. 3 line 64-col. 5 line 17 and col. 6 line 55- col. 7 line 5).. 

Consider claim 19 and as applied to claim 11, Rom as modified by Hendrik teaches the 
claimed invention further including defining an access classification associated with the mobile 
device and at least one of the one or more other access points of the plurality of access points and 
selecting the select access point based at least in part on the access classification (e.g., see col. 5 
lines 49-57 and col. 6 lines 40-55). 

Conclusion 

5 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 

final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CHARLES SHEDRICK whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8621 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8:00AM-4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, V. Paul Harper can be reached on (571)-272-7605. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/VINCENT P. HARPER/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 

/Charles Shedrick/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 
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